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relations between Cabinet and Parliament, and they minimize
the subtle influence of those miscellaneous currents of opinion
voiced by parliamentarians. Yet there is little doubt that
the power of the prime minister and his colleagues under
Canadian conditions is immense, and in a time of crisis, such
as that of war, it may be exercized with little serious restraint
by the suasion of parliamentary debate. In the first eight
critical months of war, 1939-40, Parliament sat for only six
business days. In such a short session any exacting scrutiny
of public business was impossible, although crucial policies
were executed by the Government. In the first three years
of war, the Canadian Parliament sat for forty-two weeks
compared with the 127 weeks of the British Parliament.
In Canada the parliamentary week ordinarly involves more
days, but there is still a discrepancy in the length of sessions
and adjournments, which in turn affects the force of the
parliamentary check on the actions of the Government,
The sessions in Canada have been extended during the
past forty years, but members still dislike long sessions
because in Ottawa many of them may be a thousand miles
from home, and during a prolonged absence business or
professional work may suffer. Professional politicians among
the rank and file are still few although they grow in number.
The longer the session, the shorter is the time left for the
ordinary member to perform his non-parliamentary tasks.
While the rules and procedures of the Canadian House
of Commons resemble those at Westminster, they have not
been applied so effectively in order to influence the executive
through discussion. For this purpose general speech-making
on set occasions is less useful than discussion restricted to
specific topics, and at Ottawa the private member likes to
indulge in the general and time-consuming type of oratory
permitted on three or four occasions throughout the session,
especially during debates on the speech from the throne,
the budget, and the estimates. There is much miscellaneous
talk, mainly to edify home constituencies rather than to
influence the administration. A member pertinently com-
plained in 1943 that there was no satisfactory daily allocation
of time for discussion, like that in the British house, although